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on subsequent occasions was raised in amount;  Edward II.
gave it in 1320 to Hugh leDespenser, and Edward III. restored
it to the townsmen ; not, however, until 1462 did they receive
it 'for ever'1.    The competition for farming the borough
revenues indicates that, while the exclusion of the sheriff
was the primary consideration, the farm often afforded a
surplus which made it a profitable venture.    The men of
Carlisle offered King John an increment of sixty shillings in
addition to the ancient farm, but the sheriff of Cumberland
found it worth his while to compete and his more liberal
terms prevailed2.    The burgesses of Newcastle, again, agreed
to give a hundred pounds instead of the fifty paid by the
sheriff,   and  the  bargain   proved   most   advantageous on
account of its coal trade3.    When a town fell on evil days
the firma burgi was sometimes temporarily reduced.   As
early as 1256 Henry III. reduced the farm of Grimsby from
over a hundred pounds to less than half the  sum4.    In
the fourteenth century Lincoln and Yarmouth (1399) com-
plained that their inhabitants were leaving the city because
they could not support the payment of the farm5.    The men
of Southampton (1376) even prayed the king to take the
town into his own hands and discharge them completely
of the farm, " for that they are not able to pay the fee-farm
by reason of the farm being so great and of their great
charge about the  fortification of the town"6;   the king
consented to remit the farm for two years and all arrears7.
These fluctuations in the amount of thzfirma burgi serve as a
useful index to the prosperity or decay of the older boroughs.
We can trace the continuous decline of an important trading
centre in the financial history of Chester, whose decay was
brought about by the silting up of the port.    Edward I.
granted the farm of the city at a yearly rent of a hundred
pounds,   Henry  VI.   released  fifty  pounds,   Richard  III.
remitted another twenty, and Henry VII. finally reduced
the farm to twenty8.    Most striking of all was the petition
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